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REMARKS 

Claims 1-1 0 remain pending in this application. 

Rejection nf ri».imc i 4.7 u^rf^^ ^j^ f. ^q^^^^ 

Claims 1 and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alexander et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6.177.931). hereinafter "Alexander" in view of Cuccia (U S 
Patent No. 6,337,719). 

Independent claim I provides a method for managing broadcast service hsts in a 
television receiver. An update of a list of at least one service available to the receiver is 
received. At least one customized list of services is stored. A check of the consistency between 
the customized list and the list of available services is triggered by an appUcation so as not to 
disrupt receiver use. The consistency check verifies the presence of the service contained in the 
stored customized list with the services list. TTie consistency check is also triggered when the 
application detects that the service selected by a user in one of the stored customized lists is not 
available. 

Claim 1 provides triggeri„g a con^isKncy check as part of toe mcUiod of managing Ae 
cm.s.s.=„cy benveea a received li« of available services (fte Master Vroga^ Ouide) and a 
s».ed cusu^zed service lis. n» co,«isKocy check is ttggered -when tte apphcation de«c.s 
ftat to service selected by a user in a custonrized l,s, U no. available" and also a. a Sn.e "chosen 
by «. application in said receiver as not te disrupt te^ver nse by said check" as recited in claitn 
1 of the presort an^gement Neid^r Alexander nor Cuccia discloses or suggests "tnggering 
s«d consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in a 
customized list is not available" as recited in cWn, 1 of the present anam^ent. 

Ale^nder describes a television receiver and ti,e teceptiou and dispUying of video 
adv^tismg information, and program scheduUng infom»tion (see Alexander, col. 1 lines 37-40) 
Alexa^cter *„her describes a high performance Electromc Programming Guide, wirh several' 
spectal feati-res. In Alexander, the television set receives broadcast service information and 
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stores it in a memory. The EPG uses the stored data for presenting the different channels and 
programs to the user. 

Alexander neither discloses nor suggests "triggering said consistency check when the 
apphcafon detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not 
available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Unlike the present claimed 
arrangement, the ability of a user to create and store customized lists contemplated in Alexander 
.s lunued to specific lists for scheduled automatic recording and for scheduled watching, and the 
stored hsts are managed by aut^eatic updating. The only customized lists described in 
Alexander are the Automatic Record List and the Watch List. The viewer can progiam the 
recording of a referenced program through a recording control interfece that allows creating an 
Automatic Record List, or program the television to tun. on or change cham^els through an 
interface that allows creating a Watch List Alexander, col. 9, line 65-coI. 10 line 12 and col 
U, hne 63-col. 12, line 9). Alexander does not contemplate management of customized lists in 
general. Specifically, Alexander is completely silent about a case in which a service is "selected 
by a user m one of said stored customized hsts" as recited in claim 1 of the present anangement. 

TT^e OfSce Action on page 6 and in the "Response to Arguments" section on page 3 
argues that Alexander discloses the feature of "... consistency check when the application 
detects that the service selected by a user in one of the stored customized lists is not available " 
Specifically, the Office Acdon cites col. 11, Unes 9-28, col. 8, lines 19-34 and col 29 line 56 
col. 30, hne 16 of Alexander as disclosing the claimed feature. Applicants respectfully disagree 
The first cited passage of Alexander recites: 

"(The system of Alexander] provides the viewer with tv,* e 

program 'regularlv ' The vionlTriv' J«l viewer with the option of recording a particular 

option instructs the VCR cnntrni c^^cf^^ i- selection of the regularly' 

program, it the selected program is preempted by another program, the 
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Siafftr^ef/t'T™ ^ ""^^ """^'^^ ^ ^''P^^y ^ '"^^s^g^ notifying the viewer 

that the selected program was preempted and was not recorded" (col. 1 1, Ikies 9-28). 

Thus, the first cited passage describes the functions of a ''regularly" recorded program feature 
Upon selection of the "regularly" option, a program with a particular title broadcast on a selected 
channel during a selected time slot w.ll be recorded every day that particular program is telecast 
If another program preempts the telecast of die selected title, the new program is not recorded. A 
user IS notified that the selected program was preempted and was not recorded However 
recording of a "regularly" selected program and not recording a program that preempts the' 
regularly selected program as in Alexander is completely unrelated to and does not disclose or 
suggest "triggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service selected 
by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the 
present arrangement. The preempted program in Alexander may not be recorded, however this 
IS not equivalent to "the application detect[ing] that the service selected by a user in one of said 
stored customized lists rs not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement 
Addztronally, diere is no suggestion or disclosure in Alexander of "triggering said consistency 
check" and therefore. Alexander (wiA Cuccia) neither discloses nor suggests "triggering said 
cons,^ency check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said 
Stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present anangement. 

The second cited passage of Alexander recites: 

«Te^.oTtS2, flf *' fro and/or suppto^tal infonnaSon 

reievam lo me program listings, and/or adverdsiiig data, can be downloartfrf t„ a. 

embodiment, data is downloaded from the lotemet rn I j ^ 

download da. Oi. viewer is ,r«.trra pL: aTcS^:^rXt 
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This passage describes that supplemental information relevant to program hstings or 
advertising data can be downloaded to a memory. The viewer will ask the EPG to make certain 
types of information available. The EPG will automatically connect the appropriate data source 
The supplemental information can be downloaded from various sources including the Internet 
Applicants respectfully submit that nowhere in this passage, or anywhere else in Alexander (with 
Cucca) is there any suggestion or disclosure of "triggering said consistency check when the 
application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not 
avatlable" as recited in claim 1 of the present atrangement. Merely providing supplemental 
information relevant to program listings is completely unrelated to the consistency check being 
triggered "when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored 
customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Therefore 
Applicants fail to see how this passage is relevant to the present claimed arrangement. 

The third cited passage of Alexander recites: 

TewS Ae^^fileT' ^'^^M ^^""^ ''""^'^ ^^^^^^'^ '^^"-^^ted about a partictilar 
« a.^ ZT";1*° ^""^ ^ washes 

V^&cZccti^^^^^^^ ' ""'f"^' of a program that relates to the Viewer 

rrererence (e.g., a basketball game mvolvins the viewer's fBvnrit<» t^=«,% u 

ras passage of Alexander is conceded wift . ",..n>i„g" „f ^ p,„a„ 

on wta spo«s p^g™, a.d tea™ a user wa-ches. .he progn^ are analyzed U, 
de«n™.e whete *e user ,s a „f a parHcutar ^ The team affiUad™. is reconfcd as a 
V.ewer Preference" and *e Proffle Progra,. compares d.e number of «o,es to fte viewer 
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interacts with the EPG or the Internet during the telecast of the favorite team's sports broadcast 
w,th the number of times the user interacts with the EPG or the Internet during the telecast of a 
program not related to the favorite team's sports broadcast. This cited passage ^s completely 
unrelated to and does not disclose or suggest "triggering said consistency check when the 
application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not 
avmiable" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. The cited passage does not at all 
disclose or suggest "stored customized lists" diat are "not available" as in claim 1 ofthe present 
arrangement. Therefore, AppUcants respectfiUly submit that nowhere in the cited passages or 
elsewhere in Alexander (and Cuccia) is tiiere suggestion or disclosure of "triggering said 
consistency check when the application detects that ti,e service selected by a user in one of said 
stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 ofthe present airangement. 

Alexander describes the process of automatically updating an Automatic Record List 
when an updated listofservicesisreceived (.^Alexander, col. U. line 56-col. 12, line 9) TT,e 
Automatic Recoi.1 List and the Watch List, the only customized lists described or contemplated 
ui Alexander, are both designed for specific pun>oses and, because of their purpose, possess 
specific characteristics. Updating of those lists due to schedule changes in the scenario 
contemplated by Alexander must be accomplished immediately, regardless of the consumption 
of processor resources by the update process, to ensure d,at the programs on the list will be 
recorded correctly. Alexander is thus completely silent regarding one problem that the present 
arrangement addresses: that of too many processor resources being consumed by the automatic 
unmediate updating of customized hsts. Alexander neither discloses nor suggests --wherein said 
tnggering step is chosen by an application in said receiver as not to disrupt receiver use by said 
check" as recited in claim 1 ofthe present anangement. Alexander discloses only the automatic 
update of the Automatic Record List immediately upon receipt of data from the broadcast 
network. Unlike the present claimed system, list updating in Alexander is not triggered by a 
^^m^ Rather, list updating occurs merely as a result ofthe reception of an update 
from the service list provider. As soon as the new data is received from the broadcast network 
the update of Automatic Record List data is carried out (see Alexander, col. 12. lines 2-9) ' 
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In addition, Alexander neither discloses nor suggests the operation of "verifying the 
presence of a service contained in the stored customized list with the received updated list" as 
recued in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Nowhere in the cited passages or elsewhere in 
Alexander (and Cuccia) is there suggestion or disclosure of such a feature. Alexander merely 
recites that: 

""^^"^^^^ P'^Sram schedule as compared to record instructions 
for particular program titles designated for recording when the FPr hIIT 
scheduling changes, the Record Sst is autonSSty upc^Ld wi/^^scJeXl^^^^^^^^^ 

o"f red'?" ^"^"^ ""^ '^'^Ser than Jorfginally" t^uled 

of schedulmg update infonnation can be transmitted over the VBl that uplteTthe tC 

the programs scheduled to be telecast after the sports events ThS dJSct^thTv^^^ 

followmg the sports program to be recorded as appropriate" (col. 1 1. Z i^oH^l 

Merely detecting changes in the program scheduled as compared to record instructions, as in 
Alexander, is not equivalent to and does not disclose or suggest 'Verifymg the presence of a 
service contained in the stored customized list with the received updated list" as recited in claim 
1 of the present arrangement. 

The Office Action on page 6 correctly admits that "Alexander fails to explicitly teach 
performing the adjustment or modification of the listing, as not to disrupt the receiver use" 
However, even combining the system of Alexander wi* the system of Cuccia. as suggested by 
the Office Action, would not make the present claimed arrangement unpatentable. 

Cuccia describes a TV set collecting particular information associated with TV or radio 
inogi^s from sev«al sources. The TV set stores the information and presents it when the user 
launches the Electronic Program Guide, m Cuccia. a microprocessor conti^ls the tan^ for 
selecting t^nsport streams fliat provide information. For each transport stream the 
nucroprocessor checks whether the System Infonnation of the transport stream comprises EPG 
mfonnation and. if so. incorpoi^tes it into a compound EPG that is stored in the storage means 
(see Cuccia, col. 4. lines 1 8-20). 
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Cuccia notes that «[t]he scanning process can be initiated by the user or started 
automaticaUy, e.g. when the EPG information should be updated" (col. 4, line 24-26) 
Concerning the automatic triggering of the scamiing process, Cuccia states «[t]he TV-set updates 
the EPG information once a da y , during a period in which the TV-set is in stand-by mode A 
convenient time for updating the EPG information is at night. The timer 119 is adapted to 
measure the time interval since the last update" (col. 4, line 24-26). TT^erefore, Cuccia describes 
the processing of EPG infonnation that can be periodically triggered, and exceptionally can be 
explicitly launched by the user. 

According to the teaching of Cuccia. generating a comprehensive list of services only 
l^enodicaliy when the receiver is idle is expected U, be snfBcient for correct EPG data and good 
servtce to the user. Unhke the present cWmed system. Cuccia does no. contemplate updating a 
stored cus«»nized hst based on "receiving an update of a lis. of a. leas, one service available u> 
satd received- as claim I recites. Cuccia describes only creating a list of services available ftom 
a plurality of different sources (see Cuccia. col. 1, line 66-col. 2. line 4). Unlike the present 
c atmed system. Cuccia (wid, Alexander) does not contemplate receiving an update reflcctmg 
tea. a previously available service was s»ppcd or moved, tc^iring -Veriiyurg the presence of a 
sendee contained in fl,e stored customized hst with the teceived updated Us." as reci«d in claim 
of a,, presen, arrangement. In fact. Cuccia does no, cont«np..,e managtog of an existing 
stored lis, of EPO da« a. a,,. Instead. Cuccia describes only the process of building a composite 
list of EPG date synthesized Som a number of transport stteams. Because the p™:ess described 
is 0.K of synthesis, no coherency or consistency check is contemplated or described Thus 
Cuccia (Wid, Alexander) neidier discloses nor suggest -Ue consistency check is triggered when' 
d« applic«ion detects d». the service selected by a user in one of said sm^ custt,mized lists is 
not available" as recited in claim I of die presen. amngemen.. 

Additionally. Cueci. with Alexander neither discloses or suggests •Wggering a 
consistency check between said at least one customized lis. of services a«, dte update of the list 
... available to the receiver- as .ecit«l it, ehim I of fte presen, arrangement. Tie only 
customi^d lists Alexander con.e,np,a.es a« the Automatic Record List and the Wateh Lis, 
neidier of which approaches in size or complexiiy a customized Program Guide tha. is supporied 
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by the present claimed system, and neither of which suggests a need for tnggering a consistency 
check to detennine whether to perform updates. n.e only update operation contemplated in 
Alexander is the scenario in which a program such as a sports event runs past its scheduled time 
and subsequent pK>gramming is delayed. Alexander describes that update of the customized 
Record List occurs automatically when the new data is made "available to the receiver" {see 
Alexander, col. 12. lines 2-9) rather than being triggered by a consistency check, as in the present 
cla,med an^ngement. Cuccia only describes the creation of a comprehensive list generated by 
synthesizing data from multiple sources and does not contemplate managing of any list by a 
"consistency check" as recited in the present claimed arrangement. Particularly, Cuccia (with 
Alexander) fails to disclose or suggest "triggering a consistency check between said at least one 
customized list of services and the update of a list of said at least one service available to the 
receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement Thus, neither Alexander nor Cuccia 
discloses or suggests "triggering a consistency check" tiiat comprises 'Verifying the presence of 
a service contained in the stored customized list with the received updated list" .as recited in 
claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

ta th« "Respond ,o Arguments" «oHon on page 3 of the Office Action, it is argued that 
Cucca .hscloaes an apparatus for reccing signals (EPO. etc.) during power-off (stand-by) 
mode, stores the signals and amon,aticaIly updates the EPG during any of these modes: stand-by 
mode, when the remote control signals are not being teceived. just after or befcte power- 
on/stand^y. nighay, etc." Applicants respeCMly snbnnt that Cuccia may receive signals during 
vanous modes, however, Cuccia (with Alexander) does not disclose or suggest "triggeting said 
consBtency check when the application detects that flte service select«l by a use, in one of said 
stored customized lists is no, available" as r«:ited in chum I of the ptesent anangement. 

Applicants respectfully submit that there is no reason or motivation to combine the 
systems of Alexander and Cucci. Alexander describes a system that .reives a Master Program 
Chnde from a provider and performs a number of ope^Uons using that data, including the 
ceatton and updating of an Automatic Record List Cuccia describes a system that synthesizes a 
comprehensive guide when a» r«»iv.r is idle or mm«. off. in a scenario in which no pn,vider 
supplies a comprehensive guide to the user. Applying the teaching of Ct^ia to Alex^rder. 
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delaying an update and triggering it only during idle time, defeats the pu^Jose of the update and 

renders it useless. 

Cuccia creates a comprehensive list by aggregating information from multiple service 
providers, a time-consuming task, which must be performed when the system is not occupied 
with other tasks so as not to disrupt their operation. Cuccia does no list updating; it is designed 
to generate its list when the TV is not in use, or is completely turned off, or when the user 
exphcitly requests generating a new list. Alexander, in contrast, must perform a timely update of 
the Automatic Record List when a program runs longer than scheduled and subsequent 
scheduled programs are delayed. The only customized list managing addressed in Alexander is 
updating that must be done immediately; otherwise an entry in the Automatic Record List may 
not be properly recorded. Alexander is thus concerned with timeliness of response to changes in 
the schedule, while Cuccia is concerned with operating during idle periods. 

The objectives of the two systems are diametrically opposed. Unlike the present claimed 
system, neither Alexander nor Cuccia contemplates a system that enables users to manage 
broadcast service lists in a television receiver by "triggering a consistency check between said at 
least one customized list of services and the update of the list" in which "said triggering step" is 
chosen by an application "when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one 
of said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim I. The opposing objectives of 
Alexander and Cuccia make them incompatible, and thus, there would be no reason or 
motivatioil to combine Alejcander and Cuccia. 

AppUcant, ftahcr submit that if the systems of Alexander ami Cuccia were 
oombmed as suggested by the Office Actio., the combination would not make the present 
claimed a,™.gemen. unpatentable. SpeciScaUy. the combination, like the individual systems, 
fttls to dtselose or suggest a method which includes .triggering a consis«ncy check" that 
compnses .^verifying a,e presence of a service contain«l in the stored cu»omi.ed list wia. the 
reccved updated list" as rectted in cWm 1 of the present arrangement. 1,. combination of 
Alexander and Cuccia also neither disclose, nor suggests a method in which a consistency check 
« .nggeted ^vhen .he applicadon detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stor^l 
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customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present aixangement. The 
combination provides a system in which information from a plurality of sources is combined to 
synthesize a list of available services, such list being generated when the television receiver ,s in 
an idle or power off state. The combination further provides the creation of an Automatic 
Record List and a Watch List. The Automatic Record List and Watch List are updated 
automatically every time that update information is received from one of the pMity of sources 
of available services, since timely update is required for correct operation of the lists. However, 
the timely update is precluded by Cuccia decUning to update the comprehensive master list until' 
the system is in idle mode. 

Moreover, the combination of Alexander and Cuccia, similar to the individual systems 
completely fails to disclose or suggest the step of "triggering a consistency check between said ai 
least one customized list of services and the update of the list of said at least one service 
available to the receiver" where the consistency check comprises "verifying the presence of a 
service contained in the stored customized hst with the received updated list" as recited in claim 
1 of the present axrangement. Cuccia triggers only the generation of a new list, not any 
consistency check, and Alexander provides no triggering at all, but only systematic, automatic 
updating of Its stored special-purpose customized lists. The Office Action asserts that the 
combmed teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art 
each of the features of claim 1. Applicants respectfully submit that nowhere in the combination 
Of Alexander and Cuccia is there disclosure or suggestion of any management of lists by 
"tnggenng a consistency check" as recited in claim 1. Since neither Alexander nor Cuccia 
mdividually discloses or suggests either "triggering a consistency check between said at least one 
customized list of services and the update of the list of said at least one service available to the 
receiver" or "tnggering said consistency check when the application detects that the service 
selected by a user in at least one of the stored customized lists is not available" as recited in 
claim 1 of the present arrangement, their combination cannot suggest the step of "triggering a 
consistency check." Thus, combining Alexander and Cuccia is not obvious, and. even if such a 
combmation is made, the combination does not disclose or suggest die features of claim 1 
Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 is respectfully requested 



14 



PAGE tSaa ■ RCVD AT 11/17/2008 2:93:40 PiM (Eastern Standard Tbne] * 8VR:USPTO«FXRF-5/19 • DNIS:2738300 • C8IO:609 734 0888 * DURATION (mm-SS):0»40 



NOV 17 2008 14:57 FR THOMSON LICENSING 609 734 6888 TO 8, 15712738300 P. 1€ 

Application No. JO/019,193 _ . 

Attorney Docket No. PF990042 

Claims 4 and 5 are dependent on claim 1, and are considered patentable for the reasons 
presented above with regard to claim 1. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claims 4 
and 5 is respectfully requested. 

Independent claim 6 provides a receiver for a digital television system that includes a 
central unit and a reception unit for receiving and storing broadcast services and at least one 
services list of at least one service available to the user. A memoiy that contains a program and a 
memory for storing at least one customized list of services are provided. The device checks the 
consistency between die customized list of services and the list of available services, wherein the 
consistency check verifies that the service in the stored customized list appea,^ in the list of 
available services. A memory stores an application adapted to trigger the consistency check at a 
ume chosen so as not to disrupt receiver use and also to trigger the consistency check when the 
service selected by a user in a customized list is not available. 

Claim 6 is an independent claim directed to an apparatus, having feamres similar to those 
of claim 1. Claim 6 is considered patentable for the same reasons as claim 1 discussed above 
Claim 6 IS further considered patentable for the reasons presented below. 

Claim 6 provides a receiver for a digital television system that includes "a memoiy 
stonng an application adapted to trigger the consistency check by said checking means, wherein 
the checking of the consistency is triggered by said application at a time chosen so as not to 
disnipt receiver use by said checking, said consistency check being triggered when the 
apphcation detects that the service selected by a user in a customized list is not available" 
Neither Alexander nor Cuccia, separately or in combination, discloses or suggests a consistency 
check bemg triggered <'when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of 
said stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 6 of the present at«ngement 

Alexander describes a comprehensive EPG displayed to a user. The only customized lists 
m Alexander are the Automatic Record List and the Watch Lis, neidier of which enables 
selection of a service "by a user in one of said stored customized lists" as disclosed in the present 
claimed system. THe Office Acrion on page 6 concedes diat Alexander neither discloses nor 
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suggests triggering a consistency check "so as not to disrupt the receiver use" as recited in claim 
6. Similarly, Alexander fails to disclose or suggest an application triggering a consistency check 
"when the application detects diat the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized 
lists is not available" as further recited in claim 6 of the present arrangement. 

Cucca describes only generating a comprehensive list of services available to the user. 
Cuccia nowhere discloses or suggests maintaining or updating a customized list for any purpose 
and nowhere contemplates an apphcation triggering a consistency check "when the application 
detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" 
as recited in claim 6 of the present arrangement. Thus, neiflier Cuccia nor Alexander, separately 
or m combination, disclose or suggest triggering a consistency check "when the application 
detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is not available" 
as recited in claim 6 of the present arrangement. 

Also, as presented above with regard to claim I, there is no reason or motivation to 
combme Cuccia with Alexander. The two systems have opposite and antithetical objectives 
Importmg the teachings of Cuccia into Alexander defeats the purpose of Alexander Thus it 
would not be obvious to comljine these references. Alexander describes automatic updating of 
the Automatic Record List immediately upon reception of new data, for the purpose of ensuring 
that scheduled recording is accurately performed after last-minute schedule changes Cuccia 
describes deliberately delaying generation of a comprehensive program guide until the system is 
.die or turned off. Combining Alexander with Cuccia provides a system that generates a 
comprehensive list only when the system was idle, but automatically updates an Automatic 
Record List without having genemted the prog,^ list. Such a system does not advantageously 
enable management of "broadcast service hsts m a television receiver," and it fails to disclose or 
suggest "tnggering a consistency check between said at least one customized list of services and 
the update of the list . .. wherein said triggering step is chosen by an application" and "triggering 
sa.d consistency check when the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of 
sa,d stored customized lists is not available" as recited in claim 6 of the present arrangement 
Consequently. Alexander and Cuccia, when taken individually or in combination, do not make 
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the claimed arrangement unpatentable. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 6 is 
respectfully requested. 

Claim 7 is dependent on claim 6, and is considered allowable at least for the reasons 
presented above with regard to claim 6. Claim 7 is further considered patentable because it 
provides that the receiver further comprises means to allow die user to select a service of the 
customized list and means for updating (he customized list. The updating of the customized list 
IS triggered if the selected service is not in the updated list. Neither Alexander nor Cuccia, 
separately or in combination, disclose or suggest "means for updating the customized list which 
IS tnggered if the selected service is not in d,e updated list" as recited in claim 7. Cuccia 
describes creating a l.st at d.e television receiver, but only when the television is turned off The 
only management of a list contemplated by Cuccia is the regeneration of die list at least once a 
day isee Cuccia, col. 4, lines 36-37). Alexander only describes managing of an Automatic 
Record List, and the list is only managed automatically on receipt of an update, without any 
tnggenng control by an appUcation over die update pn,cess. Nowhere in Alexander or Cuccia 
alone or in combination, is there disclosure or suggestion of "means for updating die customized 
hst which is triggered if die selected service is not in die updated list" as recited in claim 7 of die 
present arxBngement. Consequentiy, witiidrawal of die rejection of claim 7 is respectfully 
requested. 

In view of die above remarks, it is respectfully submitted diat die rejection of claims 1 
and 4-7 over Alexander in view of Cuccia has been satisfied and should be wididmwn. 

Rejection pf Claims ? 3. and 8-lfl ,.«H or 35 IJ ifli fo^ 

Claims 2, 3, and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Alexander (U.S. Patem No. 6,177,931) in view of Cuccia (U.S. Patent No. 6.337.719) in further 
view of Herz (U.S. Patent No. 5,758.257). 

Dependent claim 2 provides a mediod according to claim 1 wherein, when a service 
contamed in die stored customized list is not in die updated list, die mediod includes deleting die 
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service frora the stored customized list. Alexander, Cuccia and Hen., when taken individually or 
in any combination, do not disclose or suggest the features of the present claimed airangement. 

Hei2 describes a system for scheduling the receipt of desired movies and other data from 
a network which simultaneously distributes many sources of such data to many customers (see 
Abstract). The system and method described by Htrz is essentially for the provision of 
aggregated 'Video on demand » and most of the processing in Her^ does not occur at the 
television receiver. User preference profiles are developed in each receiver that subscribes to the 
service for characterizing the preferences of that user. The profiles are then sent back to a central 
processor at the "head end." F^m these profiles, an "agreement matrix" is automatically 
calculated by comparing the profiles to profiles of the available video programs, movies, or other 
data. The agreement matrix allows the selection and scheduling of broadcast programs from 
available services according to the preferences of groups of users, producing a 'Virtual chamiel" 
which will provide the greatest satisfection to each customer. As part of the process of 
generaung a schedule, Herz describes removing presumably satisfied users or already scheduled 
programs from the in-progress computation of an optimum program schedule. Feedback paths 
allow informing the program senders of users' preferences, and in response the program senders 
broadcast programs in accordance with the customer's objective profiles. Although these "virtual 
chamiels" might arguably be considered customized lists, they are not managed on "a televisiorr 
receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present airangement. They may even be created on a 
centrahzed computer at the head end that manages the creation and provision of virtual channels 
for a number of subscribers, or they may be created for a single set of user, on the television 
receiver for that set of users. 

Unlike the present claimed system. Herz nowhere addresses the task of managing the lists 
It creates. Similar to Cuccia. Herz only contemplates the generation of lists from the available 
services and the user preference profiles. Herz describes managing user profile information but 
those profiles are not presented or stored as customized lists of services. 

Claim 2 is dependent on claim 1 and the arguments presented above with regard to claim 
1 concemmg Alexander and Cuccia also apply to claim 2. As described above with respect to 
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claim 1, Alexander describes only a method of automatically updating the Automatic Record List 
when a scheduled program runs over its time, as soon as update information is received. Cuccia 
describes a method of generating a comprehensive program guide from multiple sources of 
information during system idle time. Neither Cuccia nor Alexander, separately or in 
combination, disclose or suggest a method that includes "triggering said consistency check when 
the application detects that the service selected by a user in one of said stored customized lists is 
not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. 

Similarly, Herz fails to disclose or suggest a method that includes "triggering said 
consistency check when the application [in said receiver] detects that the service selected by a 
user in a customized list is not available" as recited in claim 1 of the present ammgement As 
presented above, the features of Herz camiot be equated to the features claimed in the present 
system. Herz is completely silent about "triggering a consistency check between said at least one 
customized Ust of services and the update of the list of said at least one service available to the 
receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. Hei^ describes updating only of user 
profiles based on actual viewing habits, and those profiles are not lists of services They ar« 
instead lists of weights or preferences of various characteristics of programs. Heiz also includes 
a section labeled "Scheduling Variations," but that section merely describes accommodating 
scheduled programs from a broadcaster into the generation of a virtual channel, not the update or 
modification of a customized list to accommodate deletions or changes in the available services. 

The claimed system, in contrast, provides for management of lists "in a television 
receiver," by "triggering a consistency check between said . . . customized list of services and the 
update of the list of... service available to the receiver" where "said triggering step is chosen by 
an application in said receiver" as recited in claim 1 of the present arrangement. The consistency 
check comprises verifying that the customized list is consistent with the updated broadcast list 
i.e. that the listed services are available, with regard to the received updated list of services. 

In Herz, the problem of updating the availability of a service does not arise, because die 
filtermg of the preferred list to create the virtual channel is carried out from the received 
broadcast list of available services before the list is made available to users. Unlike the pi^sent 
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claimed arrangement. Herz does not address managing an existing customized list, but, like 
Cuccia. describes only the generation of a list by applying the agreement matrix as a filter to 
produce the greatest customer satisfaction for an aggregate set of customers. Her^ (with 
Alexander and Cuccia) does not disclose or suggest managing such a list by triggering a 
consistency check 'Verifying the presence of a service contained in the stored customized list 
with the received updated l.st" as recited in claim 1 of the present airangement. No coherency 
check .s disclosed or suggested by Herz, nor is there any manner contemplated for triggering 
such a coherency check. 



The Office Action on page 3 in the "Response to Argumente section" argues that Herz 
discloses ^Verifying the presence of a service in the at least one stored list which is not in the 
updated list." Applicants respectfully disagree. Herz describes a scheduling algorithm 
performed to determine programming based on user preferences. The passages cited by the 
OfiBce Action of Herz describe generating an agreement matrix to determine the most popular 
programs for a customer and then, as those programs ai^ added to the schedule list, removing 
them from the original list of available programs so that they will not be repeatedly selected 
The process described in Herz is in no way equivalent to a "consistency check comprising 
verifymg the presence of a service contained in the stored customized list with the received 
updated list" as recited in claim 1 of the present ar^gement. Those passages, and the remainder 
of Herz, hke Alexander and Cuccia. neither disclose nor suggest triggering or performing a 
consistency check as claim 1 provides. Herz (with Alexander and Cuccia) nowhere discloses 
responding to updates of the list of available services by "triggering a consistency check between 
sard ... customized list of services and the update" as recited in claim I of the present 
arrangement 

to ™„ of tf,e remarks p,«cn«d rt»ve. i. « respectfUly submitttd that claim 2 is 
^.*le over Ale^nder. Cuccia and H„z. when taken alone or in any combination. 
Ai«>a„d.r, Cuccia, and He. do not contemplate tlte stopping or moving of a sendee that would 
result m the service disappearing ftom d,e updated list made available ,„ the or the 

concomttant ^iren^ „f „paating a customized lis, stored on the receiver. AI.«„Kler 
Cuccta. and He,^ separately or in any combination, do not disclose or suggest »del«i.g said 
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semce from the stored cxistomized list" as recited in claim 2 of the present arrangement 
Moreover, unlike the present claimed arrangement. Herz. hke Cuccia. describes only the process 
of generatmg a list, not the process of updating or maintaining a stored customized hst Thus 
Herz (with Alexander and Cuccia) fails to disclose or suggest performing any action or function 
"when the service contained within the stored customized list is not in the updated list" as recited 
in claim 2 of the present arrangement, because Herz is not making a check between an updated 
list and a stored customized list. 



Further, d>er= is no reason or motivation for a skiUed in the an to combine the 

teacJiuig, of Alexander, Cuccia. and He.^. M presented above »ith regard to claim 1 the 
combination of Alexander with Cuccia produces an inoperable system. Tic addition of Heiz ,o 
the combination docs nothing to mitigate dtat inoperability, bec«,se Herz nowhete contemplates 
updatmg of its lists of services. Alexander describes updating an Automatic Record List to 
enable fmely recording of user-selected programs. Rapid responsiveness to a change in pn,gram 
«*edulmg is key to the list management described in Alexander. Alexander is not concerned 
w,th providing the user a subset of available pn,grams tom which to make selections. Cuccia 
makes a comprehensive set of programs avatlable for user selection by synthesizing a Program 
Gmde from a plurality of sources, but does no updating of any lis^ pcriodicaUy g«,e,«ing its lis. 
anew from the polity of sources supplyfag b.»adcast infonnation when fte system is idle 
Avotdtng activity when the receiver is in use is a pammount concern. Herz a.«=mpts to anticipate 
user preferences by mining previously observed viewing prrfetences. and generates progtam 
schedules or "vi«ual ch^mels- for a user or set of use.. Herz nowhere addresses or considers 
ertter the issue of consumption of processor tesources at the television receiver, or the issue of 
responding to schedulmg changes from the service providers. The objecHve of Herz is to make 
selecttons for users. to enable users to make selecti«„ as Cuccia describes or to satisfy uses" 
se,ect,«,s in the fece of schedule changes as Alexander describes. None of the teachings ofHerz 
apply to the necessity for or frequency of updating a customized Ust 

However. ev«. if the systems of Herz. Alexander and Cuccia we« combined as 
suggested by d,e Office Action, the combination, similar to th. individual systems. neS^er 
discloses nor suggests a system which detects "when the service contained within «,e stored 
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customized list is not in the updated list" as recited in claim 2 of the present arrangement 
Combmmg the three systems produces a system in which entries on the Automatic Record List 
are not updated until the system is idle and are updated by removing the entry once the recording 
has been accomplished a counted number of times. None of the described systems includes 
checking whether "the service contained within the stored customized list is not in the updated 
list" of available services provided to the receiver, as recited in claim 2 of the present 
arrangement and the combination thus camiot include that feature. None of these systems 
addresses or considers a user with a customized list of programs "when the application detects 
that the sen^ice selected by the user in a customized list is not available" as recited in claim 1 of 
the present arrangement. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 2 is respectfully 
requested. 

Ctoira 3 dependent on claim 2 and is cnnsidei^d patentable for the reasons presented 
above wid, regard ,0 claim 2. Claim 3 also provides ttm d,e delehon of a service (h,n. .he stored 
custonn^d lis. is canied out after a predetennined number of checks reveal d>e absence of the 
service in fte update list The Office Action on page 8 s«,es tha. Herz "discloses veriiying the 
presence of a service in the a. leas, one stored list which is not in the updated lis. using a counter 
.0 count the number of times when a s«vice in fte custom*^ lis. is no, in to update lis. " 
Apphc^ respectfully disagree. n,e counters descHbed in He,, are used u> generate a program 
sch«Me ««, will accommoda.e repeat pro^s. so that a given program is no. deleted irom fte 
l.s. Of avaiteble programs from which selections are m«le .0 add .0 the program schedule until 
ata. p.,,gmm has been scheduled a munber of times greyer *an one. Be com.te« in Herz 
co™,. to number of times a program is used by to scheduling afeoritim, no. to mm,her of 
.^=s .. ,s fe^ r.^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Ue deletion of a service f™n to stered custemized lis. ... after a prede.ennined number of 
checks reveal to absence of to service in to update lis.- as recited in claim 3 of to presen. 
a^ngemen.. neid,er He,^ nor Alexander, nor Cuccia. sepat^tely or in any combination, 
dt^l^e or sugges. •Vhetem to deletion of a service f™m to sterol custom,^ ,is. is earned 
ou. after a prederennined number of checks reveal to absence of to s«^ce in to update W 
as rec,ted m claim 3 of to presen. a^ngemen.. Consequentiy. witi,dmwal of to .jec.,on of 
Claim 3 IS respectfully requested. 
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Claim 8 provides a receiver further including a counter which counts the number of times 
that a service in the customized list is not in the update list and an erasing means that deletes the 
service from the customized list, activated when the counter reaches a predetermined value. 

Claim 8 is dependent on claim 7, and the reasons presented earlier with regard to claim 7 
concerning Alexander and Cuccia are also applicable to claim 8. Neither Alexander, nor Cuccia. 
nor Herz, separately or m any combination, describes or suggests using a counter that counts the 
number of times a service is not in the update list. The Office Action in the "Response to- 
Arguments" section cites Her^ as disclosing such a counter, but AppUcants respectfully disagree 
As presented above with regard to claim 3, Herz in the cited passage and elsewhere describes the 
use of counters only for determining the preferences of user subscribers, not for detennining 
whether a fomierly available service is persistently currently unavailable. The counters in Hei^ 
determme when a customer's preferences are sufficiently satisfied by an appropriate number of 
ofTermgs of interest to that customer. Nowhere in the cited lines or elsewhere does Herz 
descnbe the use of counters to determine that a given service is repeatedly unavailable in the 
updated list received from a provider. Cuccia and Alexander are similarly completely silent on 
the use of "a counter which counts the number of times when a service in the customized list is 
not m the update list" as recited in clam. 8 of the present arrangement, to determine that a sendee 
.s persistently unavailable from the provider. Therefore. Alexander. Cuccia and Her^ when 
taken m any combination, do not make the present claimed arrangement unpatentable 
Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 8 is respectfuUy requested. 

Claim 9 is dependent on claim 3 and is considered patentable for the .^asons presented 
above with regard to claims 1 and 3. ConsequenUy, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 9 is 
respectfully requested. 

Chin, 10 i, <fcpe„d«,t on claim 8 and fcrthn provides ««, ae counttr counB a. least two 
ur^ before deleHng the .mssing ser^e fiom the custootized Re^i^ng repetidon of U,e 
absence of . service fton, the update list n,ininU.es the effect of transient enors in the broadcast 
s«v«e Itst received. Clai™ 10 is considered patentable for the reasons pres«„ed above with 
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regard to claims 7 and 8. Consequently, withdrawal of the rejection of claim 10 is respectfully 
requested. 

In view of the above remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 2, 3 
and 8-10 over Alexander in view of Cuccia in further view of Herz has been satisfied and shoUd 
be withdrawn. 

Having fully addressed the Examiner's rejections, it is believed that, in view of the 
preceding remarks, this application stands in condition for allowance. Accordingly then 
reconsideration and allowance are respectfully solicited. If, however, the Examiner is of the' 
opmion that such action cannot be taken, the Examiner ,s invited to contact the apphcant's 
attorney at the phone number below, so that a mutually convenient date and time for a telephonic 
interview may be scheduled. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Laurent Chatelier et al. 



By: /Joel M. Fogelson/ 
Joel M. Fogelson 
Reg. No. 43,613 
Tel No.: (609)734-6809 

Thomson Licensing, LLC 
Patent Operations 
POBox 5312 
Princeton, NJ 08543-5312 
November 17, 2008 
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